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calculate the population of Rome, for they are nothing but the 
administrative statistics of the police magistrates. Certainly 
it will be difficult to prove that statement untrue. 

R. V. D. Magoffin. 



II Codice Bresciano di Catullo — Osservazioni e Confronti 
(Estratto dagli Atti della Reale Accademia delle Scienze 
di Torino, vol. LI). By Ettore Stampini. Turin, Bocca, 
1916. Pp. 48. 

One who has had the fortune, as I have had, to collate about 
100 of the 120 known MSS of Catullus and to study collations 
of most of the others may be pardoned a little impatience, albeit 
sympathetic, at the scantiness of the material with which Stam- 
pini had to work in the treatise under discussion. With copious 
material at one's disposal many questions that seem very diffi- 
cult find an easy solution. The only MS actually examined by 
Stampini was the Brescia MS. G and M were studied in the 
unsatisfactory published facsimiles, the other MSS were known 
only through the collations in various editions, notably that of 
Ellis, which is full of errors of omission and commission. 
Stampini knew only a part of the few published readings of R, • 
which is really the key that unlocks the mysteries of the minor 
MSS. He might have found more in Hale's various articles 
and especially in my dissertation on the Identification of the 
MSS of Catullus Cited by Statius in his Edition of 1566 (1908). 
Nor apparently was any use made of Merrill's Catullus, which 
contains a good independent collation of O. But let it be said 
at once that despite these handicaps, Stampini has done remark- 
ably well, though I can not agree with him in all things. The 
Brescia MS is one of the few that I did not myself collate, but 
I examined a collation of it. I recall that I considered it a 
close relative of Harleianus 2574 (Ellis' h). Stampini has 
made the same observation, and in fact calls the two MSS 
twins. But when Stampini goes farther and asserts that these 
two MSS have readings which are " good and certain and 
which are not found in other MSS ", that their common parent 
had " an individuality of its own independent of O as well as 
of every other MS of Catullus ", that there was a " tradition of 
the text independent of G and R as of O ", I can not follow 
him. Such are in brief his chief conclusions. Let us examine 
a few details. 

First of all it seems quite unnecessary to go into such detail 
as Stampini does in describing Br (as he calls the Brixianus), 
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especially in the matter of abbreviations. He is of course right 
in assuming that no inferences can be drawn from Ellis' appa- 
ratus about the abbreviations in h. What critical apparatus 
would pretend to reproduce faithfully all abbreviations of minor 
MSS? The statement that the importance of D has been ex- 
aggerated gives great satisfaction, though it would be better to 
say that it has no importance whatever. Stampini gives a list 
of 220 readings peculiar to Br and h. The list would of course 
be greatly reduced after a comparison with complete collations 
of all existing MSS. But as said above, I agree with Stampini 
in grouping the two MSS together. His suggestion that the 
common parent of the two is still in existence seems doubtful. 
I know of no MS that could qualify for the position. Though 
Stampini gives various lists of readings of Br to show that it 
agrees now with O, now with G, etc., I can not see that these 
prove his contention that Br and h belong to a tradition inde- 
pendent of O, G and R. The fact that Br and h at times agree 
with O against the other reported MSS is interesting, but prob- 
ably shows merely that readings from O were transferred to 
some ancestor of Br and h. The similarity to O on the part of 
these two MSS was known to me and is not peculiar to them. 
I can not elaborate here on the relation of these two MSS to 
others. 

Stampini expresses a profound conviction that when all the 
MSS of Catullus will be carefully studied confirmation will be 
found of the strong suspicion to which the examination of Br 
and h led him, that there exists a tradition of the text indepen- 
dent of OGR, though admitting that the present slight knowl- 
edge of R makes certainty impossible. On the other hand I 
should express the strong conviction, based on my study of 
practically all the existing MSS of Catullus, including R, that 
Br and h do not belong to an independent tradition, though ad- 
mitting that there is a very remote possibility that they do. 
Stampini seems not to know that Hale has a complete set of 
collations of Catullus MSS (see CI. Phil. 3.233) ; he does not 
even mention Hale's name, though he apparently attributes a 
high value to R, discovered by Hale. 

B. L. Ullman. 

University of Pittsburgh. 



